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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION MAILED JANUARY 31, 2011 

In response to the Office Action mailed January 31, 2011, the Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration in light of the following Response. This application 
was subject to a prior Appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, which 
reversed a prior anticipation rejection based on the Trossen [20030212764] reference. 

Upon remand to the Examiner, the Examiner issued another rejection of the 
claims based on the same Trossen reference, which was previously found by the Patent 
Office Appeal Board to be distinguishable from the claimed invention. The Applicant 

requests reconsideration of the application in light of the present arguments. 
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New Claims 21 to 26 have been added to the Application, and this Response is filed with 
the fees for an additional independent claim (over three) and an additional six claims over 
the twenty claim limit. This Response is filed with a request for two month extension of 
time request, with the appropriate extension fee payment. 
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INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 

1. Claims 1-13 and 15-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Rodgers [US Publ. No. 2002/0026478] in view of 
Trossen et al [20030212764] (hereafter "Trossen"). 

2. Claims 14, 19 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Rodgers [US Publ. No. 2002/0026478] in view of Trossen et al 
[20030212764] (hereafter "Trossen") in further view of Wu et al [2003021809] (hereafter 
"Wu"). 
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